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To:  Vasquez Boulevard/I-70 Working Group and Contact Persons
From: Louise Smart and Mary Margaret Golten, CDR Associates
Date: April 29, 1999

WORKING GROUP MEETING
THURSDAY, MAY 6
SWANSEA RECREATION CENTER
2659 East 49" Avenue

Please note: This meeting will be from 8:30 AM to 3:00 PM. We will bring in lunch (for a
small cost to each person). A longer-than-usual meeting is scheduled to allow for the in- -
depth discussion that is anticipated. Below is the framework for discussion, followed by
other potential agenda items for this meeting.

OBJECTIVES: l. Identify unanswered questions or unresolved concerns
regarding the information EPA has presented to the working group to
date.

2. EPA is seeking input into the design of a new phase of residential soil .
sampling planned for July, 1999. Development of the sampling plan is in
the preliminary stage. The working group discussion will be designed to
allow input into the sampling de51gn and EPA's method of getting access
for sampling.

Background:

Four sampling events have been completed by EPA to date. These are: Phase I soil sampling;
Phase II soil sampling; the Physical and Chemical Characterization Study; and the Risk-Based
Sampling Study. EPA will consider the results of these studies and comments received on this
work in the development of sampling plans for the next phase of residential sampling.

Concepts for Study Design:

The distribution of measured arsenic and lead concentrations within the study area mdlcates that
yards with elevated high concentrations occur randomly.

There are environmental justice concerns about the low percentage of homes sampled in the Cole
and Clayton neighborhoods.

. | Phase III sampling design will target all
residential properties that have not yet
been sampled within the study area
boundaries.
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Questions for the working group.  After reviewing the Risk Based Sampling report (April,
1999), do you have comments on the way the data was
presented? Whit do the results suggest about the pattern of -
contamination?

Phase 1 sampling used a design of three samples per property. Phase Il included composite
sampling for some properties. The Risk Based Sampling study used a design of collecting a
surface soil sample on a five foot grid. )
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Questions for the working group:  How are you comparing the results of Phase I, Phase II and
the risk based sampling?

What do the compzfrison°s you've done suggest?
Regarding the environmental justice issue of incomplete

sampling, what are the best ways for EPA to get access for
sampling within the different neighborhdods?

The Physical and Chemical Characterization Study concluded that there is little difference in
concentrations of arsenic, lead, cadmium, zinc in the bulk soils versus the fines.

Phase III sampling design will require
that all soil samples be sieved to the <250 |
um fraction.

Questions for the working group:  Are. there outstanding issues from EPA's responses to
comments on this report that need to be addressed?

Do any of these issues affect the design of the Phase ar -
sampling study?

EPA obtained dust samples in the risk based sampling effort, As documented in the draft report
on the risk based sampling, chemical analysis of the dust samples was problematic due to limited -
sample sizes. A calculation of the site-specific ratio of arsenic and lead in soil to arsenic and lead
in dust is an important measurement for the risk assessment.

Phase III sampling design will include
dust sampling,
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Questions for the working group:  Using thc dust samples from the risk based sampling study,
we have performed statistical simulations to determine the
optimum number of dust samples to be collected. We are
considering stratifying the required samples in two ways: by
neighborhood and by estimated arsenic concentration in soil.
We are also considering selecting some samples from homes
already sampled and some from those to be sampled in
Phase III. Do you agree with this approach?

Do you have any comments on the dust results presented in
the April, 1999 Risk Based Sampling study?

Other Potential Agenda Items For This Meeting:

Comparative soil study: EPA considerations for work plan
Updates

Community issues

Follow-up to Environmental Justice Workshop
Community Involvement Update

Review of past meeting summaries

Other?
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Questions for the working group:

After reviewing the Risk Based Sampling report (April,
1999), do you have comments on the way the data was
presented? What do the results suggest about the pattern of
contamination?

Phase 1 sampling used a design of three samples per property. Phase II included composite
sampling for some properties. The Risk Based Sampling study used a design of collecting a
surface soil sample on a five foot gnd.

Phase III sampling design will use
compositing techniques. EPA is
considering whether or not to
include subsurface sampling.
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